Introduction
There are many reasons to be dissatisfied with Todd's (2000) reply to Regan's and my recent Comment , not least of which is that his reply does not advance the debate. Moreover, he has made the method of Todd and Burgman (1998) even more unclear. I will not dwell on the various shortcomings of Todd's replythey should be apparent to any careful reader. Instead, I focus on the most important matter raised by Todd: the issue of the appropriate intersection and union operators for the method and how this affects interpretation of the results.
I should first point out that this issue is not merely a minor, technical quibble without practical import. The matters Regan and I (2000) raised in our earlier discussion and the point I discuss here are of the utmost importance to conservation biologists interested in using fuzzy methods in their work. For example, if the issue I raise in the present discussion is ignored and the method of Todd and Burgman is employed, misclassification of species with respect to conservation status will be likely because a crucial detail of the mathematical formalism is left unspecified. Todd claims that the details of the fuzzy intersection and union operators used in their method is not important because the rankings of species under this method, no matter how the missing details are filled out, remain the same. I will demonstrate here that this is not true. Thus, Todd cannot guarantee that the method will produce consistent results; the results will depend on how the mathematical formalism is specified. in A n B and in C n D do not depend on whether one uses the min-intersection operator or the algebraic-product intersection operator. The reason we failed to acknowledge the t-norm ordering conjecture is that it is straightforwardly false. Moreover, the falsity of this conjecture is apparent from Table 2 of Todd and Burgman (1998): lb n 3a and lb n 3b are ranked the same according to the min-intersection operator, and yet lb n 3a is ranked higher than lb n 3b according to the algebraic-product operator. Rather than "rank order remains the same," perhaps Todd really means the order is not reversed. But this too is false, as the follow- Until Todd addresses the issues we have raised here and earlier (Regan & Colyvan 2000) , a serious question hangs over the method. Indeed, without a recommendation for the appropriate operators and without an interpretation of the results, it is somewhat misleading to call it a "method" at all. In conclusion, I agree with Todd that the issue of whether probabilities can be used as fuzzy-membership functions is a point of contention. It should be clear to all, however, that this is not the only point of contention.
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